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MONTH(S) FROM THE MAILING DATE 


P riod for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 
OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- If NO penod for reply b specrfied above, such period shall, by default, expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing 0^^^^^^ 

- Falurc to repry wrth,n the set or extended period for repty win, by statute, cause the application to ^^S^^^^f^ 

Status 

^Responsive to communication(s) filed on / ~Q C? Hgg^ Gm**J m*n^\ 

□ This action is FINAL 

□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters DraseeutiAn *» - . 
accordance with the practice under £x parte Quayfe, SSd^SoS 21?^ the ments is closed in 

Disposition of Claims 

^laim(s) \ C* 
Of the above claimfs) 

□ Claim(s> 


/ JkCblaim(s) <&Q ~ \ \ (p 
□ claim® — 


□ Claim(s) , 

Application Papers 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on . 

□ The drawing(s) filed on 


- is/are pending in the application. 

- is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

- is/are allowed. 

- is/are rejected. 

is/are objected to. 

are subject to restriction or election 
requirement 


is □ approved □ disapproved. 


is/are objected to by the Examiner 


□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19 (aHd) 

□ Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. §119 (aHd). 
□ All □ Some* □ None of the: 

□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. _ 

□ Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received 

in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)) 
•Certified copies not received: . ^^^^ 
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Art Unit: 2839 

The filing of an RCE in this case is acknowledged. A first action follows. 

Claims 95-106 and 1 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 95, line 6 "the card body" seems incorrect. Claim 1 12 dependency appears 
incorrect. 

_ cWins S6 yl2,i^Ji^ 

^¥& feappli can rm^^ a leim ^in a clai iii iiiay not Ble-giveiF 

%pe arang ^ 

USPQ482 ( CCPA 1 947): The term "8% 93^1^T44A^arc M dn xlaii/ these claims are not based on 
enabling disclosure and just how they are readable on elected embodiments, figs. 22-25 is 
unclear " . " 

Claims 80-1 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Aldous ' 
'404 in view of Hardesty, Clarke and Research Disclosure (RD). 

See Aldous, figs. 7, 8 card body 46, 40 and receptacle assembly 48. It would have been 
obvious to form assembly 48 as a unitary housing including parts 52, 50/ in view of Hardesty. 
Clarke and RD. 

The fig. 7 assembly 48 is basically an dapter. The formation of adapters as unitary bodies 
like that of RD is well known in the art and the use of such structure would not have been^^ 
unobvious. * • 
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For fig. 8, it would have been obvious to use an adapter like 48 but appropriately formed 
for use with cavity 36 and used for addition of circuit parts or for change of plug in direction as 
in RD^figs. 1, 2. Claim 95 "dimensions....differs" as broadly stated does not overcome use of 
RD type adapter. 

For claims 85, 92 etc, it would have been obvious to use an adapter to provide recesses 
for plural telephone plugs or lines in view of Clarke and Hardesty. 

This basis of rejection si maintained since no new results have been shown to be derived 
from use of plural lines in a computer card body. If such results are present they should be 
discussed in the response. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to N. Abrams at 
telephone number (703) 308-1 729. 
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